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This is a decision on the reconsideration petition under 37 CFR 1.137(a), filed May 13, 2004, to 
revive the above-identified application. 

The above-identified application was filed on December 20, 200L On February 22, 2002, the 
Office mailed a Notice to File Missing Parts of Nonprovisional Application, giving petitioners a 
two month extendable period to submit, inter alia, an English translation of the foreign language 
specification and a statement that the translation is accurate. On April 19, 2002, petitioners 
submitted, inter alia, an English translation of the application and an statement of its accuracy. 
On June 27, 2002 petitioners submitted a preliminary amendment in which the marked up 
version contained claims commencing on a separate page. 

On October^l"p2003, the Office mailed a Notice of Incomplete Reply (Nonprovisional) which 
required'petitioners to submit replacement claims commencing on a separate sheet. The Notice 
did not set a new period for reply. Instead, the Notice retained the period for reply set in the 
February 22, 2002 Notice. This period expired on April 22, 2002. Thus, the application became 
abandoned on April 23, 2002. The filing of the instant petition precedes the mailing of a Notice 
of Abandonment. " ^ 

Petitioners have established that they were unavoidably prevented from timely responding to the 
October 1, 2003 Notice of Incomplete Reply (Nonprovisonal), which should have set a new 
period for reply. In addition, petitioners have submitted a replacement specification that includes 
claims commencing on a separate sheet and an abstract. 



Accordingly, the reconsideration petition to revive under 37 CFR 1.137(a) is GRANTED. 
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After the mailing of this decision, the application will be forwarded to the Office of Initial Patent 
Examination for further processing. 

.Telephone inquiries pertaining to this matter may be directed to the undersigned at (703) 308- 
6712. 



E. Shirene Willis 
Senior Petitions Attorney 
Office of Petitions 



